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This article explores the editorial board composition (across the six
continents) of Hindawi journals indexed in PubMed. The dataset
used is the ofﬁcial afﬁliation of the board members available at the
various webpages of Hindawi journal website and not the coun-
tries of origin of the editorial board members. Summary statistics
were presented and the raw dataset was provided for further
analysis by interested scholars. The percentage of the editorial
board composition across the continents was presented, the
dataset of Hindawi journals indexed in both Hindawi and Scopus
were also presented and measured in terms of Citescore and per-
centiles. The dataset can be used in journal evaluation, auditing,
bibliometric analysis, management of smart campus; ranking and
the analysis can be extended to other journal indexations.
& 2018 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Inc. This is an open
access article under the CC BY license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).vier Inc. This is an open access article under the CC BY license
rsity.edu.ng (H.I. Okagbue).
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Dubject area Decision Sciences
ore speciﬁc subject area Bibliometrics, Statistical data analysis
ype of data Table, Figure and MS Excel
ow data was acquired The dataset was obtained freely from open access hindawi journals
ata format Raw, partially analyzed
xperimental factors Patterns of distribution of editorial members of journals indexed in
PubMed.
xperimental features Only the Journals indexed in PubMed were considered, journals
indexed in both PubMed and Scopus but without Citescore and per-
centiles were excluded.ata source location Hindawi Publisher
ata accessibility All the data are in this data article
oftware Excel, SPSS 21.0, Minitab 17.0.S
Value of the data
 The dataset could be helpful in the evaluation of the impact of journal indexing on medical and
other scientiﬁc publications.
 The data analysis can be extended to other reputable publishers.
 The dataset can be helpful in research output evaluation and auditing and in bibliometric analysis.
 The dataset can provide insight on the research volume of different continents and as such can be a
criterion for ranking of journals and management of smart campuses.
 The research can be extended to include gender, population, education and development
level gaps.
 The data analysis can be extended to capture the distribution of citations from the six continents
and how it affects the editorial composition, manuscript acceptance and rejection.1. Data
The dataset provided in this research relates to the editorial board composition of 165
Hindawi journals indexed in PubMed. It involves the ofﬁcial stated afﬁliations of the editorial
board members grouped according to the continents namely; North America (NAM), Europe
(EURO), Asia (ASIA), South America (SAM), Australia (AUST) and Africa (AFR). The grouping into
continents was necessary because the data is large and highly skewed (some countries are not
represented in the editorial board composition at all). The dataset was explored and the
detailed summary is shown in Table 1. Also presented in this article are the impact of the
journals indexed in both Scopus and PubMed measured in terms of their Citescore and
percentiles.
The raw dataset can be assessed as Supplementary data 1.
PubMed is a citation and abstract database and digital repository that archives and manages
scholarly peer reviewed articles in the medical, biological, life and biochemical sciences. It is a bib-
liographic search engine used to access the Medical Literature Analysis and Retrieval System Online
(MEDLINE). PubMed was released in 1996 and currently managed by the National Institute of Health
(NIH) of the United States. It is closely related to PubMed Central managed by the National Center for
Biotechnology Information (NCBI).
On the average, the editorial board composition across the continents can be interpreted
using the inequality AFR o SAM o AUST o ASIA o NAM o EURO. Almost all Hindawi
Table 2
Percentage and total number of editors across the continents. Remarks: 93.49% of the editorial board members have their
afﬁliations domiciled in North America, Europe and Asia while the remaining percentage goes to the other three continents.
Continent Total Percentage
North America 2437 29.83
Europe 3736 45.72
Asia 1466 17.94
South America 212 2.60
Australia 234 2.86
Africa 86 1.05
Total 8171 100
Table 1
Summary statistics of the distribution of editorial board membership of PubMed indexed Hindawi journals across the six
continents.
NAM EURO ASIA SAM AUST AFR
N Valid 165 165 165 165 165 165
Missing 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mean 14.77 22.64 8.88 1.28 1.42 0.52
Std. Error of Mean 2.754 4.410 2.151 0.351 0.282 0.128
Median 8.00 10.00 3.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Mode 7 4 0a 0 0 0
Std. Deviation 35.379 56.642 27.633 4.514 3.619 1.644
Variance 1251.654 3208.341 763.566 20.376 13.098 2.702
Skewness 6.818 7.015 7.950 6.265 5.370 5.519
Std. Error of Skewness 0.189 0.189 0.189 0.189 0.189 0.189
Kurtosis 50.908 54.332 70.336 42.056 31.908 37.234
Std. Error of Kurtosis 0.376 0.376 0.376 0.376 0.376 0.376
Range 326 527 282 37 29 14
Minimum 1 1 0 0 0 0
Maximum 327 528 282 37 29 14
Sum 2437 3736 1466 212 234 86
Percentiles 25 5.00 6.00 1.00 .00 .00 .00
50 8.00 10.00 3.00 .00 1.00 .00
60 9.00 12.00 4.00 .00 1.00 .00
75 13.00 18.00 7.00 1.00 1.00 .00
90 17.40 41.00 17.00 2.40 3.00 1.00
a Multiple modes exist. The smallest value is shown
H.I. Okagbue et al. / Data in Brief 19 (2018) 520–525522journals indexed in PubMed does not have editorial board members with afﬁliations in Africa,
South America and Australia. The large variance for NAM, EURO and ASIA implies large
deviation of the observations from the mean and consequently a high possibility that the
editorial board composition may rise or fall below the mean. The high positive values of the
skewness suggest that the data is highly right skewed; that is, there is high probability of
observing low values. This is because there is uneven editorial composition across the 165
journals. It can also be seen that the high positive values of the Kurtosis implies that the
probability of obtaining extreme values or values outside the range is high. All the journals
have at least an editor whose afﬁliation is Europe or North America. Coefﬁcient of variation can
also be used to further explain the data.
The percentage of editorial board composition across the continents is presented in Table 2.
Table 3
Chi-square test of the editorial board composition across the continents.
NAM EURO ASIA SAM AUST AFR
Chi-Square 173.370 184.364 276.679 589.000 497.327 688.576
Df 30 44 28 9 11 7
Asymp. Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Table 4
Summary statistics for Citescore and Percentile of 97 Hindawi Journals indexed in PubMed and Scopus. Remarks: 97 out of 165
journals have both Citescore and percentiles. The average Citescore and percentile are 1.94 and 62 respectively; these show the
high quality of Hindawi journals that are indexed in both Scopus and PubMed. The small values of the standard deviation
indicate that most of the journals metrics clustered around the mean values. The analysis revealed that on the average, Hindawi
journals indexed in Scopus and PubMed are Q2 journals and averagely cited as indicated by the distribution of the Citescore
metric.
Citescore Percentile
Mean 1.943092784 Mean 62.81443299
Standard Error 0.082608275 Standard Error 1.666795306
Median 1.8 Median 64
Mode 1.8 Mode 64
Standard Deviation 0.813597158 Standard Deviation 16.41602996
Sample Variance 0.661940335 Sample Variance 269.4860395
Kurtosis 3.859655591 Kurtosis 0.296157842
Skewness 1.466886445 Skewness 0.3461562
Range 5.17 Range 75
Minimum 0.4 Minimum 22
Maximum 5.57 Maximum 97
Sum 188.48 Sum 6093
Count 97 Count 97
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The dataset is freely available at the various webpages of the publisher's website. The afﬁliations of
the editorial board members were copied to Microsoft Excel, the countries of afﬁliations were mat-
ched with United Nations list of approved countries [1] and consequently classiﬁed according to their
respective continents. Thereafter, statistical analyses were performed on the dataset.
The detailed statistical analysis of similar dataset can be found in [2–31]. Chi-square test of
goodness of ﬁt was performed and shown in Table 3.
The p-values indicated that the observed values differ greatly from the expected. This is to check if
the expected number of editorial board composition is equivalent to the observed values. This is a
kind of quality assurance.
Some of the journals are indexed in both PubMed and Scopus. In order to explore the relationship
between the two indexations, the performance of the journals was explored using the Citescore and
percentiles (performance metrics exclusive to Scopus). The journals indexed in Scopus without a
Citescore and percentile were excluded and marked as missing values. The summary is shown in
Table 4.Acknowledgements
The research was carried out by the Ranking Analytics sub-cluster of the SmartCU research cluster
of Covenant University and fully sponsored by Covenant University Centre for Research, Innovation
and Development (CUCRID), Covenant University, Ota, Nigeria.
H.I. Okagbue et al. / Data in Brief 19 (2018) 520–525524Transparency document. Supporting information
Transparency data associated with this article can be found in the online version at http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.dib.2018.05.065.Appendix A. Supporting information
Supplementary data associated with this article can be found in the online version at http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.dib.2018.05.065.References
[1] United Nations Member states; 〈http://www.un.org/en/member-states/〉, (Accessed 19th December, 2017).
[2] T.F. Burgess, N.E. Shaw, Editorial board membership of management and business journals: a social network analysis study
of the Financial Times 40, Br. J. Manag. 21 (3) (2010) 627–648.
[3] Ò. Miró, P. Burbano, C.A. Graham, D.C. Cone, J. Ducharme, A.F.T. Brown, F.J. Martín-Sánchez, Analysis of h-index and other
bibliometric markers of productivity and repercussion of a selected sample of worldwide emergency medicine researchers.
[4] H.B. Vošner, P. Kokol, S. Bobek, D. Železnik, J. Završnik, A bibliometric retrospective of the journal computers in human
behavior (1991–2015), Comput. Hum. Behav. 65 (2016) 46–58.
[5] J. Petersen, F. Hattke, R. Vogel, Editorial governance and journal impact: a study of management and business journals,
Scientometrics 112 (3) (2017) 1593–1614.
[6] H.I. Okagbue, M.O. Adamu, P.E. Oguntunde, A.A. Opanuga, M.K. Rastogi, Exploration of UK Lotto results classiﬁed into two
periods, Data Brief 14 (2017) 213–219.
[7] K.C. Garg, S. Pali, A preliminary investigation of editorial gatekeeping of CSIR-NISCAIR journals, Ann. Libr. Inf. Stud. 63 (1)
(2016) 49–52.
[8] M. Jokić, G. Sirotić, Do the international editorial board members of croatian social sciences and humanities journals
contribute to their visibility? Medij-. Istraz. 21 (2) (2016) 5–33.
[9] H.I. Okagbue, A.A. Opanuga, M.O. Adamu, P.O. Ugwoke, E.C.M. Obasi, G.A. Eze, Personal name in Igbo culture: a dataset on
randomly selected personal names and their statistical analysis, Data Brief 15 (2017) 72–80.
[10] J.M. Wicherts, Peer review quality and transparency of the peer-review process in open access and subscription journals,
PloS one 11 (1) (2016) e0147913.
[11] I. Metz, A.W. Harzing, M.J. Zyphur, Of journal editors and editorial boards: who are the trailblazers in increasing editorial
board gender equality? Br. J. Manag. 27 (4) (2016) 712–726.
[12] P.E. Oguntunde, H.I. Okagbue, P.I. Adamu, O.A. Oguntunde, S.J. Oluwatunde, A.A. Opanuga, Statistical analysis of bank
deposits dataset, Data Brief. 18 (2018) 864–872.
[13] S. Cummings, P. Hoebink, Representation of academics from developing countries as authors and editorial board members
in scientiﬁc journals: does this matter to the ﬁeld of development studies? Eur. J. Dev. Res. 29 (2) (2017) 369–383.
[14] C.K. Rösing, R. Junges, A.N. Haas, Publication rates of editorial board members in oral health journals, Braz. Oral. Res. 28 (1)
(2014) 1–5.
[15] A. Schubert, Power positions in cardiology publications, Scientometrics 112 (3) (2017) 1721–1743.
[16] J.L. Ortega, Are peer-review activities related to reviewer bibliometric performance? A scientometric analysis of Publons,
Scientometrics 112 (2) (2017) 947–962.
[17] H.I. Okagbue, A.A. Opanuga, P.E. Oguntude, P.O. Ugwoke, Random number datasets generated from statistical analysis of
randomly sampled GSM recharge cards, Data Brief. 10 (2017) 269–276.
[18] E.F. Schisterman, C.W. Swanson, Y.L. Lu, S.L. Mumford, The changing face of epidemiology: gender disparities in citations?
Epidemiology 28 (2) (2017) 159–168.
[19] A. Dhanani, M.J. Jones, M. J, Editorial boards of accounting journals: gender diversity and internationalisation, Account.
Audit. Account. J. 30 (5) (2017) 1008–1040.
[20] J. Petersen, How innovative are editors?: evidence across journals and disciplines, Research Evaluation., 26, 256–268.
[21] P. Wessa, Variability (v1.0.7) in Free Statistics Software (v1.2.1), Ofﬁce for Research Development and Education, URL
〈http://www.wessa.net/rwasp_variability.wasp/〉, 2016.
[22] G.S. Shideler, R.J. Araújo, Reviewer interest in a manuscript may predict its future citation potential, Scientometrics 113 (2)
(2017) 1171–1176.
[23] E.E. Sarigöl, D. Garcia, I. Scholtes, F. Schweitzer, Quantifying the effect of editor–author relations on manuscript handling
times, Scientometrics, 113, 609–631.
[24] J. Bar-Ilan, Informetrics at the beginning of the 21st century—a review, J. Inf. 2 (1) (2008) 1–52.
[25] J.M. Campanario, L. González, C. Rodríguez, Structure of the impact factor of academic journals in the ﬁeld of education
and educational psychology: citations from editorial board members, Scientometrics 69 (1) (2006) 37–56.
[26] E. García-Carpintero, B. Granadino, L.M. Plaza, The representation of nationalities on the editorial boards of international
journals and the promotion of the scientiﬁc output of the same countries, Scientometrics 84 (3) (2010) 799–811.
[27] G. Cabanac, Shaping the landscape of research in information systems from the perspective of editorial boards: a scien-
tometric study of 77 leading journals, J. Assoc. Info. Sci. Technol. 63 (5) (2012) 977–996.
H.I. Okagbue et al. / Data in Brief 19 (2018) 520–525 525[28] P. Willett, The characteristics of journal editorial boards in library and information science, Int. J. Knowl. Content Dev.
Technol. 3 (1) (2013) 5–17.
[29] N.A. Mazov, V.N. Gureev, The editorial boards of scientiﬁc journals as a subject of scientometric research: a literature
review, Sci. Tech. Inf. Process. 43 (3) (2016) 144–153.
[30] J. Espin, S. Palmas, F. Carrasco-Rueda, K. Riemer, P.E. Allen, N. Berkebile, et al., A persistent lack of international repre-
sentation on editorial boards in environmental biology, PLoS Biol. 15 (12) (2017) e2002760.
[31] H.I. Okagbue, A.A. Atayero, M.O. Adamu, A.A. Opanuga, P.E. Oguntunde, S.A. Bishop, Dataset on statistical analysis of
editorial board composition of Hindawi journals indexed in emerging sources citation index, Data Brief 17 (2018)
1041–1055.
